
If you have any additional comments about the culture of scientific integrity related to the foll... - Q79#1 - scientific products - Please insert comments in the text boxes below
1 Scientific products could use independent oversight.
2 Difficult to express due to fear of retaliation. Products have also been .
3 Are required to have peer review
4

As with open expression of scientific opinions, scientific products have also faced .
5 N/A
6 No basis to judge
7 actions in the political arena lapped over into all scientific areas in the last 2 years
8 Nothing altered to my knowledge
9 .

10 none
11 Noticeable improvements in this area is happening with the change in leadership.
12 There are to many scientists desiring to make the science policy decisions.
13 Lack of QA
14 Somewhat delayed. There were too many bureaucratic layers imposed.
15  

16
 He lacks a basic understanding of the fundamentals of  Consequently, he is unable to 

determine what exactly needs to be done for a science review he assigns and how much work and how long would it take to complete the science review.
17

 
 

 
 
 

       
 

 

18
The staff do not generally understand or respect that EPA risk assessments are consensus regulatory documents where no one person's view is expressed in an unfiltered manner.

19 EPA products were not based on science in the prior administration.
20 Everything at EPA should be double blind and come from two sources...to many people pushing agendas that cant be proven...climate?????
21 Our AA was generally clear about the expected outcome prior to the science being discussed.
22
23
24

See last response. Scientific products rely on other scientific products, and with each different division doing things differently, it causes confusion regarding what is and is not required.
25  that better 

fits first line customer needs.
26 na
27 I felt ashamed to be associated with EPA during the final two years of the Trump administration.
28 none
29 Previous administration did not support scientific integrity.
30 Science was not in the forefront
31 Highly politicized and aimed to further the goals of any given administration.
32 Agree
33

If you exclude regulations and litigation, I commend the ability for most (not all) scientific products developed over the past couple years to maintain scientific integrity.
34 there still seem to be 
35 hopefully EPA will remain committed to science-based decision making
36 I have no specific experience in this area.
37
38 I do not do basic research or write articles for publication in peer reviewed journals.
39 EPA staff should be allowed to speak publicly on scientific (not policy) topics related to their expertise.
40 Review requirements and "controversy" changes over time.  Different administrations have approached their discomfort differently. I think the most scientific integrity is demonstrated 

by trusting the process of open, transparent, peer review and discussion of scientific facts, methods, analysis, and implications
41 Used in Often suppressed or disregarded by senior political appointees in the previous administration.
42 Took away focus on anything that did not agree with the prior administration.
43
44 We had so many products delayed by program and regional review.
45 Not applicable
46 EPA culture supports scientific products *only if* they have the support of senior political leadership.
47 N/A
48 My position does not include scientific products
49 With  being viewed politically, scientific work in this field is constantly being hindered. Until this can be removed from the equation all scientific results are constantly 

facing challenges, delays, cancellations, etc... This does not yield "open expression(s)" unfortunately. [Copied and pasted in other answers]
50
51 Same as question above
52 It's hard to answer this since the different levels of management act differently
53

We already have clearance and journal peer review, but now we have .
54 Have ability to access scientific journals and other resources and appreciate ability to read journal articles without paying for access.
55

 which undermines the credibility of the Agency and the field with the public.
56 n/a
57 NA
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480 The quality of scientific products has diminished as the scientific knowledge of the manager diminish
481 This did not seem to be of value to the Trump administration.
482 none
483

my management does not seem to value my scientific work products but I do them anyway since they are part of my job description and they should be used for decision-making
484 N/A
485 None.
486

Several individuals, including some colleagues, expressed concerns about openly presenting scientific findings given potential responses from stakeholders (government, industry, etc.). 
The results themselves were not suppressed, but . While I agree it's important to consider the implications of presenting 
findings, I felt strongly, in this case, that the immediacy and clarity of those findings were diminished as a result.

487 At that is part of , this was not an issue.
488

The item referenced "(m)y scientific findings, products or conclusions" and is not applicable to me, as I do not provide scientific findings, products or conclusions, rather I review them.
489 None
490 Same comment as next topic. 

491 Now that Trump is gone we can 
492 N/A
493

 

494 Staff were  

495  

496 n/a
497  

498 EPA's ponderous bureaucracy nickels and dimes the scientists' time and concentration so they get less scientific work done.
499 If the 'scientific product' doesn't create an issue with already formed opinions and agendas, then you're fine.
500  

 

501 some products were released and others were held, some for as many as 4 years.
502 Senior leadership in  
503 No additional Comment
504

505 are not compared and vetted enough with citizen, non, profit, state and local and international groups and agencies to avoid redundancy and improve quality.
506 I work in Not related to this.
507
508  

509 EPA needs to hire more experts. It is better than contracting out scientific and engineering work.
510  

 

511 Agree
512 I am not sure there is always transparency in how scientific products are created. Hence, there may be a trend to moderately disagree (due to lack of knowledge) about the scientific 

development process. On occasion, scientific products are impacted due to budget limitations and nothing else.  I
513
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